Electronjcany filed October 5, 2006 



Mtmt 

Mtomey Docket No. 020505 



m THE IMTED STATES PATENT AKD TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re Application of 



Entified; REPE ATER OSCILLATION 
PREVENTION 



DEAN, Richard F. 



Examitier; RliGO, Doniinic E, 



Ser, No. mm.m 



ArtDiiit: 3618 



Filing.Datet February 24, 2M4 



Confimtalioii No. 3646 



C'oiinnissionef tor Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 223 13-1450 

Ximv Sm 

In response to the Office Action dated Apiil 7, 2005, Hie tiam for responding Imvimg been 
extended until Octobei' 7 200<), please amend the above-identified npptioaiioji &s foUows; 

i^T. n noN FO R i:xi kvsiqn to ti mf 

AppHcant vespectfuUy requesis a three-moiuh extension oi lime to respond to said Office 
Action to a»d iaduding October 9, 200S. Please cfearge the I'sqaisite fee of Si>020.00 
associatesiwitit this Extension of Time to Dt^osit Account No, 17-0.026, 
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Claims I - 1 9 are pending in the pjresent appl tcation, of-^kfluth clainis UIO, and 1 9 are 
indispendKnt. No claims have been added, amended or deleted. Applicant believes thai the 
present application is in condition for allowance^ which pmiiaptsnd ikvotable action is 
te&pectfall jf iiepestedi 

I. REJECT50N l:NDER35 U.S.C. §l*i2 

Claims 1-5,9-14, IS and 19 arc rejected under 35 U.S^C 102(b) being unpatentable 
over Kvai, U,S. Patent D^o. 5,81 5,795 {hereinafter "Iwaf), The rejection is respectfuliy traversed, 

Tfs antieipate a claim under 35 lJ;SiC. f 102:, tbe^ reference must teach every 
element of the claim and "ftlhe identical invention mnst be shown in as cotnpletc 

•JctaH PS it^ cojiuiined in the . , claim." (see M?EP ^2131), 

In ioi!.;t-ii(i-i ii^ I'A.imincr asserta that Iwu'i discloses a indhcx? and appanUsis as per 
Oahn \ [ hw. a, Ap,)l.o-ii-/ bniiJ^ llv.s h^vA doc^ i^oi disrlo'sc '■iirib(xl,i!nj^ a wireless 
tronranmjcatioa device circuit in llie ix'peater; and using the wireless; conirnunicatiori device 
circuit to determme if the repeater system j§ in oscillstion" .as in Claim 1 . Kvai di^Ioses a 
method of detegting oseillation in a repeater by inserting a rather snnpliSed current ftieasuring 
circuit ilnto the repeater circmtry. Iwai dlseloses that the repeater is determined to be in oscillation 
by ineans of "detectmg a direct cun-ent component included in the power level signal, and second 
detecting means for detecdng ati alternating current component included in the power level 
signal" (Co! 3, lines 4-7), Iwai docis not diKciose that the detedion circiistry is a wireless 
comnjunicatioji device citx:uit or that the wireless communication dc\ ice circuit is used Lo 
determine if Ihc repeater system is in oscillation as in Ciaim i. 

Moieover, the E.KSininsv sites "Col 2. line 57-Coi 3 lines 21" as proof liiat Iwai discloses 
the dercciion circuit CsStablishtag a call. Applicant respecifally disagrees and argues, that in fact, 
hvgi is describing the repeater's role m amplif)'ing the base station's call to & mobile unit via 
Oie repeater. Iwai does not disclose that the osciUatiOtt detection circtiit is capable of making a 
call. Therefore, Iwai dc»£s not disclose "establishing a c^II from tlie wireless communication 
device cirGuit to a base station" as in, elaim 2. 

Thus, [wai does not teach every element of th- . lain; and tbe identical isivcDiion is iwi 
contained in the disclosure. For at least this reason Claim I is patentable. Ciaijns 10 and \ 9 
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contain similar limitations as to Ctaira 1, and for at Imst the same reasons as stated for Claim U 
Clahns 10 and 19 are patentable. Claims 2-5 and ^ depend' from independent Claim 1, snd are 
patentable for at kast the same Tcasons as stated with respect to Claim 1 . Claims 11-14 and 1 8 
depend kom iadepeadent Clams 1 0, and are patentable for at least the same" reasons as stated 
with respect to Claim 10. Foratl^ttfae foregoing reasoi^s. Applicant respectfully requests 
withdrawal of the rejection under 35 US.C §102. 

II, Ri; J ECTtON IJNDLR 35 U,S,C. § 103 

Claittis 0-9 arid 15-18 are rtjtMc'j uiw.'-j: }:- U b ( 103(a) asbtiag luipatentable ovsr 
Jwau U.S. Patent Nu 5,815,795 (hereinafter "'hviir') m view oCSeki <;t })l, U.S. l^atenl No. 
30O4A524858I Al. Tlie rejection i& respectlliUy traversed. 

To tistt'.hliM-i :i pyn-i: fide ca'se of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. First, 
ilteie iiiu.s! !\; -uii .'L,i^c.'st!Oii or luollvation, either in tlie relbreiKes thesnselve^, or in the 
knowledge generally available lo one of ordinary skill in the art, to modiiy the refersiice 
or to combitie f efcrence teachings. Sficon4 tfeere mus^l be it reasonabk expsctation of 
success. Finally, lite prior art reference (or refereoces when combined) must icaoh or 
suggest all the eisim Hraitaiions. The leaching or suggestion to make the claimed 
combination and the rea.sonabIe expectation of success must both be found in the prior 
art, no? m applictsnt's disclosure, (see MPFF §2 1 43} 

As ^Jatcd with respect to Claim i. hsii doo'^ 'km icxh <>: d\->c]u.s^all of the iiroilations of 
Cbh' 1 I N'l-iilK i Iwai nor Seki iisdependsnlly or conibioed teach or di-sclose all of the limitations 
of Claint I . Therofore Claim > is ])atenl3ble. Claim 10 contains similar limitations as to Claim 
i J and for at lea&t the t;amc re jsons as stated for Claim I . claim 1 0 is patentable. Claiir.s 6-9 and 
claims 1 5« 1 8 depend from patentable claims 1 and \% and Ibr at least tliis r^^sou Claims 6-^) and 
i 5-1 B are patentable based on tiieir dependency upon patentable claims I and 10, and other novd 
features contamed therein. For at least the j(i&rcgoingTeasotiS Apptott msp^ctfully requests 
witlvdrawal of the rejection uitder 35 U.S.C. § 1 03 . 
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CONCLUSION 



In ligiit of tijc remarks contained herein^ Appllcajit submits that the applicatj'on is in 
condition for allowance, for which early action is requested. 

Applicant respectfully reque^fs a thr^e-n-ii-ini'i extt-nsion of time to resi-jond to said Office 
Actioji up to and including October % 2006. Plcass charge tlie leqiiisite fee of Si,020.00 
associated with this Extension of Time to Deposit Accotiitt No, 17-0026. 

Please charge any addttijOttai lees or overpayments th^af may be due vvith tMs response to 
Deposit Account No, 17-0026. 
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